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------RESIST~--
March 1981 - 38 Union Square, Somerville, Mass. 02143 - Newsletter #138 
a call to resist illegitimate authority 
ABORTION: WHICH 
SIDE ARE YOU ON? 
Ellen Willis 
This year's big postelection cliche is that the Demo-
crats were crushed because they had "no ideas." This is 
true; it's also beside the point. Liberals never have 
ideas; their function is to modify the ideas of radicals 
and present themselves as a palatable alternative to 
those wild-eyed ideologues out there. Ironically, the 
liberal establishment has done its best to help discredit 
and isolate the radical Left - yet without the specter of 
revolution as an argument for reform, liberals are 
helpless to fend off attack from the Right. Since they 
scorn ideology, they can't cope with the Right's 
ideological offensive. On the contrary, because their 
instinct is to compromise, they tend to move to the right 
themselves. Their only weapons against the Right's 
passionate commitment to its social vision are good will 
and moderation. It's no contest. Faced with a militant, 
determined conservatism, organized liberalism has 
taken less than a decade to collapse virtually without a 
fight. 
Only a radical opposition with a credible alternative 
vision can hope to challenge the Right, mobilize the 
liberal Left, and compete for the hearts and minds of 
the sluggish middle. Unfortunately, there is at present 
no substantial radical opposition and no immediate 
prospect of one. For the most part the socialists, paci-
fists, antinukers, and "progressives" of various stripes 
who regard themselves as left of the Democratic Party 
are nearly as shallow, confused, and poorly equipped to 
deal with the Right as the liberals. 
Despite disagreements and differing emphases within· 
its ranks, the Right has a coherent agenda. Its answer to 
our social problems is to strengthen established author-
ity - to unleash big business, keep the underclasses in 
their place, support the patriarchal family and organ-
ized religion. It has managed to persuade large numbers 
of people that the remedy for their anxieties about a 
deteriorating economy, the rebellion (and growth) of 
minorities, and changes in sexual roles and mores is 
continued on page 6 
LAND REFORM 
AND MILITARY 
TERRORIN 
EL SALVADOR 
Dollars and Sense 
Amidst reports of increasing violence in El Salvador 
in November of last year, an anonymous 30-page docu-
ment criticizing growing U.S. involvement in Central 
America appeared in Washington. The "Dissent 
Paper" was signed by "current and former officials" of 
the State Department, National Security Council, and 
CIA, and other government employees "active in El 
Salvador and Central America but normally excluded 
from policy debates.'' High officials disagreed with the 
documents but didn't dispute its factual information. 
The dissent paper stated that Salvadoran troops being 
trained in Panama for counterinsurgency warfare repre-
sent the ''largest training program ever sponsored by the 
U.S. for any Latin American country in a single year." 
The report also cited the stockpiling of arms in the 
Canal Zone, the ''upgrading of detailed contingency 
plans for ... deployment of military forces in El Salva-
dor and Guatemala,'' and other ''preparatory steps to 
intervene militarily" as cause for concern. 
Criticizing the way in which government responsibil-
ity for the violence has been downplayed and liberaliz-
ing efforts have been exaggerated, the paper concluded 
that the U.S. is siding with a "relatively weak, unpopu-
lar, and isolated regime" while ignoring the "domestic 
legitimacy and international support of the 
opposition.'' 
El Salvador holds the record for the longest running 
stretch of military rule in Latin America. Since an 
unsuccessful uprising against the large landowning class 
in 1932, in which 30,000 peasants were killed, colonels 
and generals have ruled the country. During the 50 years 
of military rule, the conditions that led to the 1932 up-
rising have been maintained. 
At the time of Anastasio Somoza's overthrow in 
continued on page 2 
NOW we need your financial support more than ever. The Reagan offensive at home and abroad has 
begun to generate a lot of opposition. We have been receiving an unusually large number of grant 
applications. If you haven't made a contribution to Resist recently, please do so. We promise we will put 
it to good use. 
Land Reform 
Nicaragua, El Salvador's president was General Carlos 
Humberto Romero. To combat "terrorism," Romero 
imposed a State of Emergency during which the number 
of persons arrested, killed, or disappeared increased 
sharply. As it became evident that Somoza's ship was 
sinking fast, the State Department began to worry that 
Romero's form of rule would provoke a similar situa-
tion in El Salvador. Romero was repeatedly urged to 
resign, and in October 1979 a "palace coup" brought 
some younger, reform-minded officers to power. 
A military-civilian junta was established, but it fell 
apart by the first week of January. Frustrated by the 
junta's lack of power to implement reforms and unwill-
ing to be associated with the continuing violence of the 
military, the two civilian members, Guillermo Ungo and 
Toman Mayorga, resigned. Responding to the portrayal 
of the resignations as a "cabinet crisis," Ungo 
remarked, "It was the crisis of a model imposed by the 
U.S. government that failed and will continue to fail." 
Other civilians were later found to sit on the junta. 
One of them, Christian Democrat Jose Napoleon 
Duarte, became the nominal president in the govern-
ment reshuffle following the murder of three U.S. nuns 
and a lay religious worker in December of last year. 
Throughout this period, the showpiece of U.S. efforts 
to present the military-dominated junta as a "reform" 
government has been the land reform program 
announced in March 1980. 
LAND REFORM ILLUSION 
Promised since the overthrow of the Romero regime, 
"FREE LABOR" DEVELOPMENT 
The key U.S. consultant on land reform to the 
Salvadoran junta is University of Washington 
professor Roy Prosterman. Prosterman is the prin-
ciple author of the "land to the tiller" program, 
which should come as no suprise since he devised a 
nearly identical program of the same name for use in 
Vietnam in the late 1960s. 
Prosterman's Vietnam program was a ploy to win 
the allegiance of Vietnamese peasants away from the 
National Liberation Front, which had for years redis-
tributed land in the areas it controlled. But in Viet-
nam, as in El Salvador, the land reform program was 
often used as a cover for repression; it was imple-
mented -together with the infamous Phoenix 
Program, under which 30,000 suspected NLF sympa-
thizers were killed. 
Officially, Prosterman is involved in El Salvador 
as a consultant working for the American Institute 
for Free Labor Development. The AIFLD was 
created in 1961 by the AFL-CIO as a non-profit corp-
oration to assist "in the development of free, demo-
cratic trade union structures in Latin America.'' In 
practice, that means working to counter the efforts 
of radical or socialist unions - a function 
wholeheartedly supported by the representatives of 
major multinational corporations who make up half 
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·the land reform was supposed to modify the century-old 
pattern of unequal distribution of land in the country-
side in a nation the size of Massachusetts, with a 
population of 5.5 million. 
Agriculture accounts for 500/o of Salvadoran employ-
ment and 900/o of the country's earnings from exports 
outside Central America. The wealth of the country's 
leading families has always come from a small number 
of landed estates producing cash crops, especially cof-
fee, for export. In contrast, the great majority of the 
nation's farmers have small holdings of less that 12 
acres. They must often work on the large plantations 
because they can't make a living from their own land. 
Approximately 65 0/o of the rural people have no land at 
all. 
The reform announced last March called for imme-
diate takeover of some 240 properties larger than 1200 
acres, or about 150/o of the nation's farmland. Under 
the terms of the new law, the government would com-
pensate the old owners and would assist local peasants 
to form cooperatives on the expropriated land. By late 
March, the New York Times was lauding the Salva-
doran junta whose "ambitious program of land distri-
bution cuts at the very heart of oligarchic power." The 
truth, however, was somewhat different. 
To begin with, the 1200 acre ceiling excluded almost 
all the coffee plantations - the heart of the agricultural 
economy and the seat of the most powerful families -
which are slightly smaller. More than 600/o of the 
expropriated lands were devoted to cattle raising or were 
unused; the rest were devoted mostly to cotton, rice, 
and sugar cane. 
Secondly, even on the plantations which were taken 
of the AIFLD's board of directors. 
Since 1962, some 300,000 Latin Americans have 
been trained at AIFLD centers. Graduates are well 
versed in subjects such as ''Recognition and Analysis 
of Extremist Propaganda,'' while topics such as 
collective bargaining receive less attention. Up until 
1967 the CIA channeled funds into AIFLD through 
fictitious foundations. Today major funding comes 
from the State Department's Agency for Inter-
national Development (AID). 
AIFLD support for the Salvadoran regime does 
not necessarily reflect the attitude of unions in the 
U.S. In San Francisco, the International Longshore-
men and Warehousemen's Union has refused to load 
military cargoes bound for El Salvador. The Santa 
Clara, California, AFL-CIO has condemned the 
AIFLD's actions in El Salvador. 
It also appears that some conservative Salvadoran 
landowners are unhappy about U.S. attempts to 
impose any sort of land reform. In January, two 
U.S. citizens working for the AIFLD on 
Prosterdam's project were shot to death in the 
restaurant of the San Salvador Sheraton. The assas-
sins appeared to have connections with the state 
security forces guarding the hotel, and most 
observers, including the Wall Street Journal, believe 
the killings were the work of the right. 
over, membership in the cooperatives was restricted to 
permanent residents - that is, managers, skilled 
workers, and tenant laborers. But in recent years the 
plantations have relied largely on migrant landless 
laborers, and these were not entitled to any share of the 
land. 
Finally, the landowners were allowed to hold onto 
300 or more acres of their choosing, and some of them 
have since been given back the rest of their estates 
thanks to their good connections with the military. 
At best, therefore, the reform could have redistri-
buted a small amount of non-strategic land, creating a 
new layer of privileged cooperative members above the 
majority of the rural poor. The reality, however, has 
been far worse. The institution in charge of implement-
ing the reform - the military - has consistently used it 
as a way of eliminating peasant leaders and acquiring 
bases from which to terrorize people in the countryside. 
A technician with the government's Institute for 
Agrarian Reform told this story to visitors from the 
U.S.: "The troops came and told the workers the land 
was their own. They could elect their own leaders and 
run it themselves. The peasants couldn't believe their 
ears, but they held elections that very night. The next 
morning the troops came back and I watched as they 
shot every one of the elected leaders." 
LAND TO THE TILLER 
According to the original decree, the reform was to 
have a second phase in which all estates over 370 acres 
would be taken over. This would have included the ma-
jority of the coffee land, but on May 14 junta member 
Col. Jaime Abdul Gutierrez announced that it would 
not be carried out. 
Meanwhile, however, in late April, the junta had sud-
denly proclaimed an unexpected new phase of the 
reform, known as "land to the tiller," affecting very 
small rented plots. This plan was, as a U.S. Agency for 
International Development memorandum admits, 
"designed virtually in its entirety by Americans and 
slipped in legislation without [Salvadoran land reform 
officials] being consulted." It has allowed the U.S. gov-
ernment to claim that many Salvadoran peasants are 
becoming landowners. 
This second decree expropriated· about 150,000 tiny 
rented farms, usually less than two acres, and allowed 
the tenant cultivators to buy them from the government 
through a thirty year installment plan. The State 
Department apparently believed that creating more 
independent farmers could provide a new base of popu-
lar support for the junta. As one AID official put it, 
''There is no one more conservative than a small 
farmer. We're going to be breeding capitalists like rab-
bits." 
In fact, however, more separate small farms on infer-
tile land is the last thing rural Salvadorans need. When 
the junta first came to power, it promised to aid collec-
tivization and cooperation among the 200,000 small 
farmers who already had plots too small and infertile to 
support them, and no access to credit or the means to 
develop their land. "Land to the tiller" did just the 
opposite, and in a fashion so ill-conceived that a study 
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by the anti-hunger organization Oxfam-America 
predicted the results would be more erosion, lower 
yields, and increased dependence on chemical fertilizers 
the peasants cannot afford. 
What's more, the program is also meeting violent 
opposition from the landowners who are accustomed to 
renting out the expropriated plots. Many are evicting 
renters to prevent them from claiming title to the land, 
or forcing them to sign papers giving up any claims. The 
government has not provided any protection for 
peasants wishing to take title to the lands; on the con-
trary, the provinces where renting is most common are 
the provinces that have seen the greatest repression 
against peasant activists by the government security 
forces. 
MILITARY REALITY 
If the U .S.-supplied land reform is largely an illusion, 
the outpouring of U.S. government funds to the junta is 
anything but. Last year, Uncle Sam backed the military-
civilian government with $90 million in economic aid 
and $5.5 million in military credits for "nonlethal" 
equipment such as trucks, tear gas, and helicopter pads. 
Following the murder of the North American nuns, 
all aid to El Salvador was stopped. But after the eleva-
tion of the civilian Duarte to the presidency and the 
junta's promises to "investigate" charges that govern-
ment security forces were responsible for the murders, 
the State Department announced on December 12 that 
economic aid would resume. 
The first part of January brought another announce-
ment - nonlethal military aid would also resume, to 
counter an alleged invasion of guerrilla forces from 
Nicaragua. A week later Carter ordered a new ''emer-
gency" grant of $5.5 million in lethal military aid. The 
lethal aid credits allowed the junta to obtain M-16 rifles, 
ammunition, grenades, and four Huey helicopters; the 
h_elicopters are used to strafe rebellious villages. 
Besides the hardware, military advisors have been 
sent to ''conduct training and perform other defense 
services." Although the State Department said in Janu-
ary that "less than 20" would be sent and they would 
not accompany troops on any missions, it's hard to say 
how many are actually there. In a letter addressed to 
President Reagan which appeared in the Mexican paper 
"El Dia," a teacher who survived a rural massacre 
stated that the patrol which killed members of her fam-
ily was led by two U.S. officials. 
Representative Gerry Studds (D-Mass) of the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee returned in January from a 
trip to Honduras where he talked with some of the thou-
sands of Salvadoran refugees. "Every person had a tale 
of atrocity by government forces, the same ones we are 
again outfitting with weapons." General Haig, the 
Secretary of State, has announced that the new priority 
of U.S. foreign policy will no longer be human rights, 
but "international terrorism." In light of the current 
policy in El Salvador, one can only ask whether he 
means promoting it. 
Reprinted from the March, 1981 issue of Dollars and 
Sense (38 Union Square, Somerville, MA 02143). 
THE ''DISSENT'' 
PAPER'' ON 
EL SALVADOR 
Printed below are excerpts from a ''Dissent Paper on 
El Salvador." The paper, 30 pages long, was written by 
unnamed members of the US intelligence and diplo-
matic services in Latin America, and is dated November 
6, 1980. Activists in the anti-imperialist struggle around 
El Salvador believe the paper to be authentic. 
The most striking conclusions drawn from this docu-
ment are that the Reagan hard line policy on El Salva-
dor and Central America had its origins in the "liberal" 
policy of the Carter administration, and that the analy-
sis of the situation in El Salvador as presented by the 
Carter and Reagan administrations is known to be false 
by many members of the intelligence and policy-making 
bureaucracies. 
Of equal significance is what the "Dissent Paper" 
reveals about the role of public opinion in the U.S. 
Long before the Reagan adminstration discovered the 
world communist conspiracy in El Salvador, the Carter 
administration had concluded that one of the greatest 
obstacles confronting the U.S. in preventing the emer-
gence of "another Nicaragua" was a public opinion 
well-informed about the real situation in El Salvador. 
Though the paper notes that ''the current domestic 
environment is generally supportive of current policy as 
articulated for public consumption,'' it goes on to main-
tain that ''we believe that this support would not survive 
the introduction of US troops in the region." 
For example, an October 1980 poll found that 600/o 
of all males and 68 0/o of fem ales opposed the use of 
military force in trouble spots in developing coun-
tries. The still to be analysed reaction to the draft 
registration drive and the drop in support for inter-
vention in Iran after the rescue attempt, suggest that 
assertions to the effect that we have overcome the 
'Vietnam Syndrome' are premature. 
There are also some indications that church 
involvement in the current drive to attract attention 
to the situation in El Salvador in support of opposi-
tion forces and against US intervention may begin to 
influence public perceptions of our role in that coun-
try. (pp. 19-20) 
To head off possible defections of US public opinion, 
the "Dissent Paper" claims that at least twelve govern-
ment agenices are at work to assure ''continued ' con-
gressional and public opinion support for current poli-
cies through liaison and press relation efforts." These 
efforts emphasize: 
**Linkages between opposition guerrilla groups in El 
Salvador and Guatamala with Cuba. 
**Discrediting centrist spokesmen of the opposition 
as puppets of hardline guerrilla leaders. 
**Careful monitoring of US press coverage of devel-
opments in El Salvador to avoid Nicaraguan style 
publicity for opposition insurgents. (p. 8) 
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Finally, in light of the recent flooding of the US 
media with supposed evidence of Soviet/Cuban direc-
tion and supply of the revolutionary forces in El Salva-
dor, the "Dissent Paper" notes that the policy of the 
US, in the months prior to November, 1980, included 
the following examples of US military intervention into 
the internal affairs of El Salvador: 
**Increased training for middle and low ranking 
officers. 
**Improving military infrastructures for more effec-
tive urban and rural combat communications and for 
rapid troop deployment. 
**Setting up adequate supply lines and stockpiling 
material in cooperation with regional and extrahemi-
spheric allies. 
**Providing strategic and tactical command advisory 
assistance. 
**Increasing cohesion and coordination among 
various command structures within Salvadorean 
armed forces. 
**Seeking to bring under unified command the para-
military units operating in the country. 
**Establishing and/or improving communications 
and cooperation among armed forces and paramili-
tary organizations in Guatemala, El Salvador and 
Honduras. 
**Making available US surveillance data pertinent to 
military developments in El Salvador to the armed 
forces~" (p. 7) 
If these descriptions of recent US policy initiatives in 
El Salvador are accurate, then the US government must 
take a major share of the blame for the murder of thou-
sands of El Salvadorean citizens by the "paramilitary 
organizations'' that the US government is concerned to 
"bring under unified command". 
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Carter administration has gradually increased US 
political, diplomatic, economic and military involve-
ment in support of the civilian-military coalition gov-
ernment in El Salvador. This involvement is extensive 
and growing. The resources invested in this effort 
exceed those allocated to any other hemispheric crisis 
since 1965. 
Resource allocation and official public statements 
have identified our strategic interest in Central America 
and the Caribbean with the fate of a relatively weak, 
unpopular and internationally isolated regime. 
Various government agencies have taken preparatory 
steps to intervene militarily in El Salvador. Policy 
makers appear to have concluded that such a move 
could succeed in preventing the collapse of the current 
regime. 
Current policy consistently underestimates the 
domestic legitimacy and international support enjoyed 
by the opposition FDR/DRU coalition. Furthermore, 
policy makers fail to recognize the scope of military 
capabilities of opposition guerrilla forces and ignore the 
logistical value and potential impact of their support in 
neighboring. countries. 
Contingency scenarios for US military deployment 
tend to underestimate troop requirements, estimates of 
casualty rates, and the time and geographic scope of 
required engagement. Politico-military analysts down-
play the potential for regionalization of armed conflict 
in the isthmus. In particular they underestimate the 
implications of the Nicaraguan and Cuban commitment 
to provide military support to Salvadorean guerrilla 
forces in the event of continued escalation of US 
involvement. No serious consideration appears to have 
been given to global security implications of an esca-
lated regional conflict involving US, Cuban, Nica-
raguan, Venezuelan and other participants. 
Diplomatic analysts overestimate the extent of 
current Venezuelan and Costa Rican commitment to 
continue to support our current policy in El Salvador. 
They also tend to minimize the political costs of world 
reaction to follow any increased deployment of US mili-
tary personnel or equipment in the area. 
The articulation of US policy for public and congres-
sional audiences has misprepresented the situation in El 
Salvador, emphasizing the viability of the current 
regime, downplaying its responsibility for the excesses 
being committed by security and paramilitary forces, 
exaggerating the positive impact of current reforms and 
portraying opposition forces as terrorists unsuitable for 
and unwilling to engage in constructive dialogue. These 
misleading rationalizations of our policies have played 
upon domestic frustrations resulting from perceived set-
backs in other theaters, and have legitimized grossly 
inadequate arguments in favor of military intervention. 
Our actions and our words have narrowed down our 
policy options to a single path of gradual escalation of 
direct military involvement in a region vital to our 
national interests and within a political context that 
gives the use of force few chances to achieve a satisfac-
tory outcome. 
The search for a non-military option in El Salvador 
must be urgently reopened. The process must begin with 
a realistic redefinition of our objectives, it must be 
based on unbiased intelligence analysed within a frame-
work that reflects the new power distribution in the 
Caribbean basin. 
A key objective of US policy in Central America is to 
limit Cuban and Soviet bloc influence throughout the 
region. Communist potential for projecting their influ-
ence relies principally on the opportunistic willingness 
to provide military equipment and training to subversive 
groups. Their obvious weakness under conditions of 
political stability and relative peace gives way to omi-
nous strength when armed conflict spreads. 
To limit opportunities for Soviet-Cuban expansion, 
the US must avoid the regionalization of armed conflict 
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in Central America by reversing the current trend 
towards escalation of our own military involvement. 
A second strategic objective of US policy should be to 
promote the emergence of stable governments capable 
of effective management of sorely needed reform pro-
grams while encouraging responsible private sector 
activity and normal economic relations with foreign 
business communities. 
Clearly the current government in El Salvador is not 
stable and the security forces are unable to win a mili-
tary confrontation on their own. Local and foreign 
businesses have already been severely weakened. Con-
tinued warfare will further erode their influence and 
limit their role in the post war period. Polarization and 
the hatred built up through years of violence will con-
tinue to reduce tolerance and eliminate respect for 
individual rights. 
RECOMMEND A TIO NS 
A new policy towards El Salvador will have to address 
the following issues: 
1. Recognition of the FDR/ DRU 
There can be no improvement of our negotiating po~i-
tion and no resolution to the current conflict without 
the US officially signaling the world community that it 
acknowledges that the FDR/DRU coalition is a legiti-
mate and representative political force in El Salvador. 
This recognition will be a key indicator to intransigent 
sectors on the left and the right that a real change of 
attitude has taken place in Washington. 
2. Signal our willingness to abandon the confrontational 
track 
Salvadorean and international public opinion 
perceive the US as being committed to a military solu-
tion in Central America. We must signal our willingness 
to abandon this course of action under certain condi-
tions if an appropriate environment for negotiations is 
to emerge. 
3. Maintain a low profile throughout the process of 
disengagement 
The US does not have at this time the political credi-
bility to spearhead a mediation effort. We should 
encourage and support initiatives taken by other 
regional actors avoiding direct participation. Our direct 
involvement may limit our ability to influence the 
process and may become an obstacle to mutual 
concessions. 
4. Encourage pluralistic media coverage 
Conditions in El Salvador and our official posture 
have not encouraged adequate media coverage. Influ-
ential US journalists have been banned from the coun-
try by threats on their lives. Salvadorean government 
restrictions on visiting reporters have kept a tight lid on 
many critical events in the past six months. Informal 
signals to f qreign desk editors during the electoral 
campaign discouraged their interest in the region. 
Appropriate, objective and pluralistic media coverage 
will make a positive contribution to the search for a 
peaceful solution to the conflict in El Salvador and, 
indeed, throughout Central America. 
repression. While economic reaction is an integral part 
of the conservative program, its cutting edge has been 
the "pro-family" crusade, especially the antiabortion 
movement. The attack on feminism and sexual freedom 
has not only rallied people - and money - in support 
of the Right's overall program; it has also contributed 
to people's fatalistic acceptance of the argument that 
the economic crisis is their fault, that they've demanded 
too much and been too self-indulgent. 
Profamily propaganda plays on deeply ingrained 
feelings of guilt and powerlessness to which few of us 
are immune. It reinforces the messages we received in 
early childhood - that our sexual desires are bad, that 
freedom is immoral, that we're incompetent to run our 
own lives, that we need both protection and punishment 
from Big Daddy. To men it offers a trade-off - submit 
to the power of the state, church, and corporation, but 
be the boss at home. Because these messages go straight 
for the unconscious they poison the social atmosphere; 
even people who know better become defensive, 
ambivalent, and afraid to fight back. 
The only way the Left can win is to counter the 
Right's authoritarian message with a democratic one. 
While the Right appeals to people's terror of insecurity, 
we can appeal to the equally profound longing for free-
dom. But that means confronting the cultural issues 
head on. People who don't believe they have the right to 
manage their own intimate lives are not going to fight 
for economic self-determination, nor will they listen to a 
Left that ignores the issues of family relations so central 
to their lives. Yet except for radical and socialist 
feminists, the Left has failed to take a strong, clear 
stand on sexual politics, and this failure has seriously 
impaired its ability to organize on the economic, racial, 
and environmental fronts. 
Most leftists equate progressivism with commitment 
to economic equality, and resist recognizing the need for 
a social analysis that integrates economic and cultural 
radicalism. Among those who share this fundamental 
bias, the spectrum of opinion on feminism and sex 
ranges from mildly liberal to frankly conservative. On 
one end are leftists who admit the existence of economic 
discrimination against women, and maybe even make 
noises about the Hyde Amendment (because it targets 
the poor), but are otherwise more or less oblivious to 
sexual issues. To their right are DSOC-type socialis.ts 
who think cultural issues are controversial, therefore 
best ignored; after all, you don't want to alienate con-
servative religious ethnics or the (male) working class. 
Even more disturbing is the growing contingent of 
leftists that is in effect a fifth column for the Right. 
More and more we hear "radicals" argue that indeed we 
must strengthen the family, that feminists and homo-
sexuals are narcissistic, that the demand for sexual 
freedom is a symptom of bourgeois individualism, that 
the Left should be for discipline and sacrifice. With 
such enemies, the Moral Majority hardly needs allies. 
Given the Left's refusal to make sexual radicalism 
part of its self-definition, it's not surprising that a small 
group of leftists - mainly Catholic pacifists and 
"radical" Christians - is campaigning against abor-
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tion. But unlike other conservatives, the antiabortion-
ists want to have it both ways - far from being anti-
feminist, they claim, theirs is the truly feminist position. 
On the face of it this seems a particularly outrageous 
attempt to square the circle. But it reflects the impact of 
the cultural backlash on the women's movement itself. 
These days many women who call themselves feminists 
are really promoting female chauvinism: instead of 
questioning traditional definitions of masculinity and 
femininity, they glorify the feminine, and their view of 
women's nature is often hard to distinguish from the 
most unregenerate Victorian's. As a result feminists 
must now contend with "sisters" making blatantly 
conservative arguments in the name of women's rights. 
"Feminist" antiabortionists argue not only that abor-
tion exploits women because it allows men to "escape 
the consequences" of their sexuality, but that artificial 
contraception is sexist because it imposes male tech-
nology on the female body. This view implies that 
women are properly defined by their childbearing func-
tion, that women should not try to separate sex from 
procreation, that sex is something men selfishly impose 
on women, that it's better to bear unwanted children 
than to give up pregnancy as a means of guilt-tripping 
men into doing right by us. Again, with feminist opposi-
tion like this, Phyllis Schlafly can rest easy. 
Left-wing antiabortionists have had considerable 
success in persuading other leftists that it's possible to 
be "prolife" and progressive at the same time. That 
Cesar Chavez, Dick Gregory, and Dan Berrigan are 
right-to-lifers has in no way hurt their reputations on 
the Left; on the contrary, their names have helped legiti-
mize opposition to abortion and given leftists an excuse 
to waffle on the issue. What too many well-meaning 
"progressives" refuse to understand is that abortion is 
not just another issue on which people of good will can 
agree to disagree . To oppose legal abortion is to define 
women as childbearers rather than autonomous human 
beings, and to endorse a sexually repressive morality 
enforced by the state. Often at a particular historical 
moment an issue emerges that illuminates the nature of 
the larger struggle. It is the sort of issue that precludes 
neutrality, that despite its ambiguities and complexities 
(and there always are some) poses that most basic of 
political questions - which side are you on? In the late 
sixties that issue was Vietnam; today, I believe, it's 
abortion rights. And the Left has yet to show which side 
it's on. 
This article is reprinted from the January-April, 1981 
issue of Radical America. 
GUATEMALA 
In mid-January, four US Congresspeople visited 
several Central American countries. The trip was organ-
ized by the Unitarian Universalist Service Committee. 
Printed below is a summary of conversations held with 
four Guatemalan labor leaders who were in exile in 
Costa Rica. The labor leaders are Israel Marquez, 
Guillermo Colon, Mario Solorzano, and Miguel Angel 
Albizures. The summary is taken from "Central Ame-
rica 1981: A report by Rep. Gerry E. Studds to the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs. ,, 
The four labor leaders, all of whom live in exile in 
Costa Rica described the very difficult conditions under . 
which anyone in opposition to the policies of the Guate-
malan government must operate. They claim that the 
government is continuing its strategy of eliminating all 
those in leadership positions of opposition groups. The 
government, they say, is attempting to "clean the slate" 
and dispose of any substantive opposition in prepara-
tion for the introduction of "democratic rule." The 
intent, it is argued, is to hold empty elections in 1982, 
and thereby attempt to lift the cloud of international 
censure which its human rights violations have imposed 
on Guatemala. 
The four said that labor organization in Guatemala at 
this point consists of trying to accomplish something, 
anything, which has an impact, before you are killed. 
They say that the attempt to destroy the labor move-
ment is not succeeding because for most people the 
choice of giving up is simply not viable. Despite the 
repression, there is real momentum within the labor 
movement. People do not attempt to work within the 
labor laws of the country, laws which would be fine if 
they were fairly enforced. Anyone who tries to organize 
is instead called a communist. It is prohibited to form 
unions by sector or trade group, instead they must be 
formed company by company, and the legal require-
ments for getting recognized are both risky and highly 
complicated. One prerequisite for legal recognition, for 
example, is that you produce the entire list of union 
members and pass it on to the government. 
The Confederation of National Workers (CNT) now 
has more than 50 unions and 140 carnpesino organiza-
tions. They have had 200 of their national, regional and 
local officials killed within the past year. Presidents of 
local unions are frequently kidnapped and murdered by 
local police. 
The labor leaders stated further that they believe that 
the large Indian community within their country was 
rapidly becoming radicalized as a result of low pay, gov-
ernment harassment, and their general inability to par-
ticipate meaningfully in the economic life of their 
country. For an Indian family with 12 children and 6 or 
7 dying of malnutrition, the step to revolution martyr is 
not a very difficult one to make. 
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They said that the United States had opposed United 
Nations action to condemn the Guatemalan government 
in the past. Another attempt to pass a censure resolution 
would soon occur, and they expressed their hope that 
the U.S. would this time support their cause. 
The labor officials estimated that a large number of 
the companies in Guatemala operated with at least some 
U.S. capital. They said that there are many U.S. owned 
companies in which working conditions are very bad, 
although conditions are significantly better in European 
owned firms. They cited the Nestles company as a good 
U.S. company in Guatamala, while mentioning Stand-
ard Brand (bananas) as particularly bad. 
The group stated their belief that the Guatamalan 
government would ultimately fail simply because a 
policy of continual terror cannot forever succeed. They 
said that many of the new Army recruits would even-
tually be persuaded not to join in repressing their own 
people, and that this would help spell the end for the 
government. 
Finally, they said that the United States has been 
responsible for training virtually all of the armies from 
Chile to Mexico. They said that although the couldn't 
say how many times these troops have fought against 
the Soviet Union, ·that they have been fighting almost 
continuously against the Latin American people. 
THE RESIST PLEDGE SYSTEM 
The most important source of our income is monthly 
pledges. Pledges help us to plan ahead by stabilizing 
our monthly income. In addition to receiving the news-
letter, pledges get a monthly reminder letter, containing 
some news of recent grants. If you would like to learn 
more, drop us a note. Or - take the plunge! - and fill 
out the handy form below. 
Yes. I would like to be a Resist pledge for 
[J SS/month 
LJ SIO/month 
0 S2S/month 
n SSO/month 
• ___ (other) 
0 I enclose my check for $ ___ • 
Name 
Street 
City ________ State _____ Zip __ 
GRANTS 
MIDWEST COMMITTEE FOR MILITARY 
COUNSELING (1006 Century Building, 202 S. State 
St., Chicago, IL 60604) 
MCMC is a regional counseling office whose support 
community totals over 800 people throughout the Mid-
west and beyond. Last February MCMC began publish-
ing its Action Update On the Draft. This bulletin is 
geared to those of registration age and provides infor-
mation on an ongoing basis about changes in legisla-
tion, options, and how to act upon a decision. 
A new version of Action Update is now being 
compiled. It will address those who have already 
registered; classifications will be explained in detail, 
with suggestions as to what steps should be taken next. 
It is essential that this information be distributed as 
soon as possible because the Selective Service plan is to 
classify registrants after induction orders are issued, 
giving them only 10 days to apply for deferments, 
exemptions, and C.O. status. As this is an insufficient 
amount of time to prepare adequate documentation, 
those who have chosen to register should be starting 
now. Resist's grant will help with the costs of preparing 
and distributing this literature. 
BUFFALO NEWSLETTER (P.O. Box 404, Buffalo, 
N.Y. 14205). 
The Buffalo New letter, now in its third year of publi-
cation, is a left-wing quarterly that features articles on 
Buffalo and surrounding communities . Its publishers 
belong to the Buffalo chapter of the New American 
Movement, a nationwide socialist organization. Since 
the chapter was formed in 1975 it has worked in a num-
ber of areas. These have included nuclear power, hous-
ing, reproductive rights, affirmative action, gay rights, 
electoral politics, welfare rights, work against the 
Criminal Code Reform Bills, and more recently the 
draft. The Newsletter staff has become actively involved 
with the Buffalo Committee Against Registration and 
the Draft, in its lobbying efforts and outreach to high 
school and college students. To stabilize the 
Newsletter's finances and help it regain self-sufficiency, 
Resist contributed to the publication costs of the most 
recent issue. 8 
Announcing . .. 
HELP LIBERATION NEWS SERVICE 
Liberation News Service has served our movement for 
13 years, sending out regular packets of news stories and 
graphics. They provide a people's alternative to AP and 
UPI, and their stories are picked up by small commu-
nity, alternative and labor papers throughout the coun-
try. Most of Resist's newsletters have made use of some-
thing from the LNS graphic packet. This is an impor-
tant resource, not easily replaced, and it is now on the 
edge of bankruptcy. But they have the possibility of a 
$10,000 grant, if they can raise a matching sum by the 
end of March. If you can possibly contribute to our col-
lective futures, please send as large a check as you can to 
LNS, 17 W. 17 St., New York NY 10011. Or call them 
at 212/989-3555 to learn more. 
FEMINISM AND MI LIT AR ISM 
Feminism and Militarism: A Conference for Women 
will be held on April 10-12, 1981, at Camp Speers-Elja-
bar, YMCA in Dingman's Ferry, Pennsylvania. The 
War Resisters League sponsored event will cost $39 for 
adults and $14.50 for children (3-8years). 
The opening panel on Feminist Perspectives on War, 
Militarism, and Violence will begin the weekend. 
W.R.L. feels it is important to explore the connections 
between feminism and our anti-militarist work. Tenta-
tive workshops include: How do feminism and non-
violence relate?; The macho mentality, militarism and 
violence; How does living under the nuclear shadow 
effect women's lives? (TMI, Love Canal); among 
others . 
For more information, write or call War Resisters 
League, 339 Lafayette Street, New York, NY 10012 
(212/228-0450). 
MESSING WITH OUR PHONES 
On the day before the Women's Pentagon Action, the 
New York office phones got funny. While some people 
got through, many who called about bus rides to the 
demonstration got a recorded message saying ''242-3270 
has been disconnected.'' 
The same thing happened to the phone at the Boston 
Alliance Against Registration and the Draft on the day 
of a sit-in last May . 
In both cases the phones were working the day before 
and working the day after. The phone company 
couldn't understand it. 
Have you had problems like this? Please send infor-
mation to Barbara Garson, 463 West. St. Apt. 1108A, 
New York, NY 10014. 
